MARGINAL NOTES
(including presumably the Empire) cannot be secured
at all
'Something over a hundred years ago, at the sug-
gestion of a British statesman, the then weak and
feeble United States proclaimed the doctrine that any
attempt to conquer an American state would be
regarded as an attack upon itself. By so doing the
United States established a collective system of defence
for the Western Hemisphere as against European
"expansion"* The United States did not wait for the
agreement of the twenty nations of the American con-
tinent. It gave a lead which, within the intended
limits, has been successful. A similar lead on this side
of the world by a state far more powerful than was
then the United States would give an equally success-
ful result.'
Subsequent to this letter Sir John Fisher Williams,
the eminent authority on international law, wrote to
the Times:
'The Covenant thus does not impose upon a member
of the League any legal obligation to go to war. If
some member of the League, in violation of the
Covenant, resorts to war against another member (not
all "resorts to war" are violations of the Covenant) the
members who take the view that the Covenant is vio-
lated are bound to collective action (sanctions) in the
shape of an economic and financial blockade or steps
in that direction. Such action may, and in some cases
probably would, involve ultimately military action, at
least to maintain the blockade. But this military action
is not a legal obligation of the Covenant. . . .
'On the other hand, in the case of such a wrongful
resort to war, a member of the League may at once
itself resort to war against the wrong-doing state.
Whether the approval of the Council of the League is